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for such cons%deration as the communication 

herewith submitted may warrant, and for a report 

thereon, in duplicate to accompany return of 

inclosure. 

By direction of 

SENATOR BOB PAClXlKQD 



. 
May *2, 1977 

I .  .  

. 
The Honorabl c Robert Packwood 
United States Senate 
Washin~to~t D. C. 20510 - . 
Dear S&ator Packwood: 

. , 

. . . 
I am wr.&&ig to ,you is my rcpresentativc in Wasflington I). C. con- 
cerning,rhc politics the new Commissioner of the Food and Drug 
Administration indicated he will establish or push for. His 
stand on the USC of tetracycline drugs now in use in the livestock 
and poultry industry is one that is not consistant with the facts 
at hand. 

These drugs have been‘ used to improve efficiency of production 
and reduce the cost to the consuming public for 30 years with 
out a siqle case of resistant bacteria endangering human healrh. 
His statcracnts in a recen’i ar’t;icle in Feodstuffs, .Apri.I 13, 1977, 
jmge 2, conccrnipg the dangers to human health are merely con- 
jcctures on his part withour any scientific facts to- back rhcm up. 

This is as ridiculous as Sczxator Kenncgy’s attempt to outlaw 
dicthylstifbestral (DES) foruse in beef production bxscd on 
the fact that seine Ncdical’ Doctors had misused it scvcral years 
ago. . . 

. 
I think .t.hst both Commissjonor Kennedy and Senator Kennedy are 
letting emotiona ism overri;le their bcttcr judgcnent . 

I would li kc to know whcrc you’ stand on this issue, 

My best regards to you. 



. . May 3, 1911 

The Honorable Robert Packwood : 
United States Sen;lte 
Washington, D. C. 20510 ” ‘,,i’. . 

Dear Senator: 
. 

1 wish to re~istcr a protest to tho intentions of FDA ‘Cow&sioncr hfe’nncdy 
to restrict’ the us3 of tetracycline c$,ugs (antibiotics) for routine use in . 
animal feeds. /‘. -.. ,,-, 

/ . 
As a professional animal nutritionist I have b?en inWIved %n one manner or 
other with antibiotics since the)’ were first used ab’o.ut 1950 at 10~ levels in 
animal feeds. Anribiotics of this type have been cxtrcmely u,seful in control.ling 
some diseases and i!:~proving animal production, res&tine in more meat on the 
table for the general public and lawer costs of production for livestock pro- 
duccrs . . 

One of the principal objections to routine use of antibi’otics is that resistant 
strains of bacteria may build up t:hich may bccomc *a health hazzard to humr?ns. 
While it is quite true that bacteria become resistant to drugs of this type, 
there is ~sbsolutely no evidence that there is any problem in human medicine as 
a result of feeding antibiotics -to animals, atid there X-C a goodly ‘number of 
negative esperimcnts on, tMs subj wt. . 

A quote from Commissioner Kenned>:: f'Although~we can paint to no specific di-’ 
SC~SCS in people that car’tnot be treated bectlusc of resistance due to use of 
drugs in animals, we arc very conccrncd about the threat this mny pose in the 
future. It is even possible’ that such problems could now exist, but have gone : 
unnoticed.” : 

This statement indicates the dcsirc of Mr. Kcnncdy to react to theoretical. pro!,-. 
I.errrs \shj ch , s-in f 3ct , 1~3~ not surfncod during a use. period of nbout 27 years. 

, s--+ 
Scnntor, I hopc’you will be rcnlistic and work to stop this type of burcncrntic 
intcrfcrcncc with proven nnirrtn1 production practices. i 
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